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NAME I POSmON: Brigadier General (BG) Martin P. Schweitzer, Deputy Director for 
Regional Operations, J-3, The Joint Staff, Washington, D.C. 

(Investigating Officer (IO) Note: BG Schweitzer was a Colonel (COL) and assigned as 
the Deputy Coimaandilg General {Operations}, BiM Airborne (ABN) Division, Fort 
Bragg, North Caronna (NC), at the time of his alleged Impropriety.) 

ALLEGATION I FINDING t# 1: TM deadon that BG Schweitzer failed to 
demoMtnrt. ex4"1apiary conduct was au~ 

ALLEGATION I FINDING I 2: .The allegation that BG Schweitzer used • Anny 
commcricatlon system for an unauthorized purpose wa aubstantiatlld. 

BACKGROUND: 

1. On 17 June 2013, the Department of the Anny Inspector General Agency (DAIG) 
received notification .from the Offtce of The Judge Advocate General (OT JAG) of 
potentfal impropriety by BG Schweitzer. OT JAG provided e-mails BG Schweb' sent 
that may have been lnapproprtate and an improper use of his government e-mail. 

2. On 8 JtAy 2013, The Inspector General directed that DAIG inwsUgate. 

ALLEGATION ... : The •llegation that BG SchweitZ8r falled to demonstrate 
exemplary conduct was substantlabtd. Two ~lls sent by BG Schweitzer from his 
government e-mail account appeared to have been Improper. 

STANDARD: Section 3583 of We 10, United States Code, Exemplary Conduct, states 
that al commanding officers and others in ac.dhorly In the Army are teql.ir9d to show in 
themaelvea a. good example of virtue, honor, patriotism. and subordination to guard 
agairm and suppress al dissolute and immoral practices. 

DOCUMENTS I TESTillONY: 

1. Ueut8nant Colonel (L TCM(bxt)(C> I Proseamr. XVIH ABN Corps, 
Fort Bragg, NC, stated that tu omce obtained e-mails from the col\1)Uters of 
BG Jeffrey A. Sinclair, former Deputy Commanding General (Support), az-t A8N 
Oivisk>n, Fort Bragg, NC, n part d an ongoing crmnal Investigation against 
BG Slncfak'. O..wtng a f8Yiew ofll8Se &-mails. his oftice Jdetdffied cartaJn e-mafls mat 
Involved senor Army officials and cormlned potentialy inappropriate content. The 
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senior Army officials involved with these e-mals were Lieutenant General {L TG) 
James L Huggins, former Command~. ~rt ABN Division, Fort Bragg, NC; 
BG Schweitzer; and BG Sindair. LTC~ forwarded the questionable 
e-mals to the Staff Judge Advocate (SJA), XVIII ABN Corps, who then forwarded them 
toOTJAG. 

[IO Note: L TG Huggins was a Major General and BG Sfnclalr wa& a COL at the time of 
thee-malls. Allegations against LTG Huggins and BG Sinclair of improper use of Army 
comm.ncatlons systems are addressed in Other Matters.] 

2. A chU1 of e-mails (total of four), dated 22 March 011, between L TG Hug9ns, 
BG Schweitzer, and BG Slnclalr, subject CbX7) b 

[10 Note: BG Schweitzer incorrectly speledj L.(b_}(7_>_(c_> __ __,.lb_><7_xc_i __.I name In the 
subject One of this e--mal.] 

a. BG Schweitzer initiated the e-mal chain, writing to L TG Huggm and BG SincJair. 
BG SctJwejtzsr ~ed an update to l TG Huggins mgardl!lQ his meeting wih 

l<b)(7)(C) ~ci I "Briefing went well. .. she 
was engaging .•. had done her homework. She wants us to know she stands with us 
and wiU v.oit I push to get the Fort Bragg famil~(b)(7>(C> I BG Schweitzer also 
induded the comment, "She is smoking hot: 

b. LTG HlldginS responded to both BGs Scht.Neitzer and Sinclair in an e-mail, 
·oamn. Jeff- Marty pulled aFb)(7)(C) Ion us: 

00 Note: l<b)(7)(C) I referred to Ms.!16><7><c> la model, news conespondent 
and television host. Ms. llb>t7xci lhas participated in several United Service 
Organization toLrS il support of mlitaly personnel.) 

c. BG Sinclair folowed in an e-mail to both L TG Huggins and BG Schweitzer, "He 
sucks ... stil need to confinn hotness.· 

d. BG Schweitzer sent the final e-mail in the chain. "Sony It took so long to get back 
l(b)(7)(C) I 

e. BG Schweitzer sent the &-malls from his government e-mai account. 

EJ~t?C) 

l(b){7){CJ 
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(b){7)(C) 

[tO Note: Olher &i1'l8ils OT JAG provided did not raftect any impropriety by 
BG Scb.veitzeror LTG Huggins. The8e e-mailsara included as Exhibits C-1 and C-4.) 

4. BG Schweitzer testified: 

R ~the ......... In ~ ICb)(7) ~)(T)(C) I 
8. ega,,_~ WNI of e-mails. SU"'JU"'h ~rc.;.i...> --~----'· 

l<b)(7)(c) ~~ I She had been a guest of the command. His~ ~
1~He ~initial e-mal to update LTG Hugs;ns on t'is meeting with 

coninj= ffi9 PurPose of this e-mail. He' referred ~(b)(7XC) ~k'f)(C) I 
as •smoking hor in response to a radio or TV spot that he had 18C81ltly seen where a 
commentator had made a flattering commert about her looks. He Intended his 
•smoking hor comment to be humorous. He realized it was an Inappropriate comment. 

(2) Unfortl.nltely his eomnwn abotif(b)(7)(C) (b)(fxC> looks in his 
initial e-mal caused the three folow-on e-mails. L TG Hugg ins's response, "Marty pulled 
al(bX~l Ion US,. referred to a private meeting that L TG Huggins had with 
Ms. j(b)(7RC) ~In Afghanistan several yeatB prior. Ms.l<bk7XCJlhad requested to meet 
with L TG Huggi'ls privately to discuss Soldier morale issues. It was a running joke 
between LTG Huggins and BG Sinclai' 1hat LTG Huggins purposely arranged the 
private meeting with Ms. pxrk:! I l TG Hugglns's e-mal response was *self. 
deprecating." 

(3) His e-mail response l(b>CY)(c) I 
was •chlldtsh• and "trWy stupid: He tried to be funny, but it was a "misguided attempt at 
humor.• He could provide no other context. He regretted sending this e-mail 
immecfl8tely after he sem IL Furttler. soon after he sent I. L TG Huggins coJT9Cted him 
for it face to face. LTG Huggins 1oJd him tt wa& not foony. He immediately •1ntemallzed• 
L TG Huggtns's conection. 

(4) Thia chain of e-mails was ~hared between a very lmfted audience, hla boss 
arid a peer. He attempted to be f\my, tu realized the inappropriateness of $Ol118 of his 
comments. It was a •misguided attar• ipt to get a laugh from two of my close wortmg 
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partners.· He deeply regretted sending both e-mails. excluding his offk:ial update to 
l TG Huggils. · 

b. l<6)(1){C) 

(b){ )( ) 

5. BG Schweitzerprovided addllionaJ comment& Via e-mall to further address the 
alegation that ti& faiJed to demonstrate exemplary conduct: 

a. "My comments were a terrible attempt at tunor. I didn't mean them frteraAy or 
flguratlwly, r simply meant them to try and be funny during a Y8fY tense period withll 
the command to a lmited audience. I know they were not appropriate. lt was stupid." 

b. "My conments ware wrong. However, I am an honorable man; live by the Army 
values and·try to do what fs right t·am no( perfect This horrtJfe attempt at a Jc*e was 
s~y that. a horrible attampt at a joke. It is not who I am nor is I: a representation of 
my values. I bef1eve l am a good example, and try to llve by the right virtues. I am 
patrlotic and do not engage in dissolute or immoral practices.• 

c. "Thia emal was not good - but it is not reflective of my intent or what I was trying 
to do nor la It reflecttve. of who I am and nor Is I reflective of 99.999% of ~ing I 
have dona In my career.· 

6. L TCf<bK!~ci lconflnned that he did not Identify any other questiona.ble or troubling 
e-mails inwlviig BG Schweitzer and LTG Huggins other than those forwarded to the 
OT JAG. 

ANALYSIS I DISCUSSION: 

1. BG Schweitzer's "srnokl1g hor comment in the first e-mail was ttre catalyst from 
which iJl..advised tuner dewl\ied Jnto lhe w comment that 
followed. Soon after referring to (b){7)(C) > ae ~hot." 
BG Schweitzer followed up with a comm (b){ > ~ 

BG Schweltz8r was clearfy Joki~ his <:0rrrnent a b > > bwing his 
reference mlCb)(7)(C) =~1 lappeanmce was offensiYe and unprofessional. 

FOR OFFICIAL US! ONLY. m•JaNAiTlON IS PROHaTED EXCEPT 
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3. BG Schweitzer acknowledged the inappropriateness of his comments. He made the 
comments in an attempt to be humorous. His e-mails Mm shared among only two 
people, his boss and a peer. L TG Huggins verbaly corrected BG Sd1weitzer for his 
sexually inappropriate comment. BG Schweitzer Internalized the ~of being 
more mindful of the words he used in e-maUs and has since been more careful In his 
correspondenoe: BG Schweitzer deeply regretted his •misguided. comments and never 
intended to offend anyone. There was no paltam or SJY Indication 1tJat BG Schweitzer 
made~ other inapprop1iate comments. This conduct was lmited to 1hose two 
comments he made in two e-maits from over two years ago. 

4. BG Schweitzer's sexually explicit e-mail did not mftect favorably on him and did not, 
in tJ"ds Instance, show him as demonstrating respectful or professional behavior. 
BG Sdiweltze(s comments ware shared wHh only hMJ other Individuals and had no 
adverse impact. on his unit or any individual; ~. they certainly were not 
exemplary. 

CONCLUSION: The preponderance of credi>le evidence reflected that BG Schweitzer 
made inappropriate comments. Hi& comments were not oonsistert wllh exemplary 
conduct. · 

ALLEGATION 12: The alleplion that 80 Schwntltzar UMd 1n Army 
COl'lll'IUlicdon system I« en unauthorDd purpose. An e-mai BG Schweltzer 
sent from his goverrment e-mal accolllt appealed to have been an Inappropriate use 
of goverMl8nt e-maD. 

STANDARD: Army Regulation (AR) 25--1 (Anny Knowledge Management and 
lnfotmation Technology), 4 December 2008, paragraph 6-1. states lhat Soldiers and 
Department of the Army C"Nifians may not uae Army communications systems in a way 
1hat would adversely reflect on OoD or the Army. TI1s includes uses lnwlvinQ sexually 
explicit e-mail or subversive and other uses that are ~with public 881Vfce. 

DOCUMENTS I TEST.aNY: BG Schweitzer testified that ha signed a user 
ag1'981'n811t 1'9g8ldlng the use of his gowmrnent e-mal. Ha ooderstood the prohl)ition 
against ponwaphy. He may not have fuly understood the "left and rtghr lirntts 
regarding sexual references In e-mals. He knew there was no expectation of privacy 
regardilg hi& government e-mail. He typically racetved 600-700 e-maUs per day whle 
88Mng as the DCG. He atteqJted to respond &o wery e-mai. 
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ANALYSIS I DISCUSSION: 

1. AR 25-1 states that Soldiers IT'8Y not use Army communications systems that wouJd 
adwne!y nlflect on DoD or the Atmy. This indudes uses involving sexual)' explicit 
a-ma.I. 

2 J:xrxc> 

3. BG Schweitzer's com- deyo1yed ~ HI-advised humor into w~. sexually 
e · commentsabouta}b)(l)cc> . = SoonafterreferringtolCb@> I 

x as •smoking hot,." BG Schweitz.er foUowed up with e comment about 
o > > Whie BG Schweitzer was clearly jokilg, hia comment about 
b > folowing his reference tolCb}(7)(C) f>m<:> !appearance clearly 
crossed the one with respect to the proper use of his government e-mail. It had no 
otndal p~ it was sexuaUy explicit and it adverseJy refteded on OoD and the Army. 

4. BG Schwsitzer acknowtedged the inappropriateness of tis comments. He made the 
oomments in an attempt to be humorous and never intended to offend anyone. There 
was no pattem or any indication that f3G Schweitzer made any other fnapproprtate 
oomments using his govenment e-mal; hl8 Improper use of his goverrment e-mal 
appeared to be fmited to his e-mail oomments from over two years ago. 

CONCLUSION: The preponderance of credible evidence reflected that BG Schweitzer 
used an Army communication system for a.n unauthorized purpose. 

OTHER MATTERS: 

1. Allho&IJh LTG Huggins was lnduded on some of the e-mails pm\'fded by the OT JAG, 
there was insufficient evidence to Identify any impropriety by L TG Huggins. Further. 
l TG Huggins took action by conecting BG Schwenzer faoe to face for his Inappropriate 
comments. 

2. Although evidence indicated that BG Sinclair may have lmproperty used his 
gowmment e-mail, OAIG did not investigate maters against BG Sinclair because he is 
currently pending CO\l't-maJ'tla1 proceedings. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1. This report be approved and the case dosed. 

2. Refer this report to the Office of The ~udge Advocate General. 

3. Take no action regarding the Other Matter Issues and record as dropped; 

The Inspector General 

Encls 

rPx<· 1 
IG Investigator 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY ... IElllNATION IS PROHIBITED EXCEPT 
M MITH D BY AR »-1. 

------------------------------····· 



' . • • 
SAIG-IN (ROI 13-024) 

UST OF EXHIBID 

EXHIBIT ITEM 

A 
A-1: 
A-2: 

B 
B-1: 
B-2: 

c 
~1: 

C-2: 

C-3: 

C-4: 

Authortty/Complalnt 
Drective 
Legal Reviews 

Standard 
Tiiie 10 United States Code. section 3583, Exemplary Conduct 
AA.25-1 

Documents 
Chain of E-mails, dated 14 March 2011, between BG SchweK:zer, 
L TG Huggins, and BG Sinclair 
Chain of E-mails, dated 22 Marcil 2011, between BG Sch\Neitzer, 
L TG Huggins, and BG Sinclair 

E-mail, dated 26 May 2013, sent by BG Sinclair to BG SCl'iWeitZer 

D T .. tlmo~ 
D-1: LTCIM<7x kMFR) FOIA: No 

FOtA: Yes 0-2: BG Schweitzer 

E Notlftcatlons 
E-1: L TG Scaparrottl 
E-2: VICe Admiral Kurt W. Tidd 
E-3: BG Schweizer (subject) 
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